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BY STEWART RUSSELL 


Former CIA director William Colby believes the greatest t 
Stability over the next decade is not the Soviet Union but the possi’ 
social and political unrest in debt-ridden Latin American nations, 


Colby, who ran the agency from 1973 to 1976, was one of fOur ex-s+ 
came in from.the cold this week to enjoy the warmth of this Gulf Coa 


and ciscuss at an investment seminar how East-West hostility affects 
economy. 


Asked what he considered the greatest current threat, Colby, now 
lawyer and consultant, told Reuters in an interview: "The Soviet Unit i 
the main problem over the next decade. Right now it's the austerity programs TATINTL 


imposed on the Latin countries to meet their IMF (International Monetary Func) 
commitments. 


"The question is whether they will be able to meet thase commitments without 


generating social and political unrest. If these should get out of hand, we 
could have quite eB problem," 


Colby said he still supported the idea of e verifiable nuclear freeze despite 
the Soviet cowning of a Korean airliner. 


"That incident Goesn't change my opinion of the Soviets and what king of 


people they are,” he said. "The fact is that the nuclear freeze becomes even 
more important as our relations deteriorate." \ 


Colby said the Soviet allegation that the airliner was on 8 spy mission was 


"absolute nonsense." Neither the United Stetes nor South Korea had any neeo io 
use .# Civilian plane for such @ purpose, he sald. 


Since their “overreaction,” he added, the Soviets hac used an old debatine 
trick to try to switch the focus of world debate over the incident. 


"Having done something very wrong, shooting down an unarmed plane with lots 


of innocent people, they've tried to move the discussion from what they did 
to what we (the United States) might have done.” 


a 


Colby was joined in the public part of the seminar by Soviet defector 
Vladimir Sakharov, a former KGB officer; George Carver, a 25-year CIA veteran, 
now retired; and E Howard Hunt, CIA liaison officer with the Bay of Pigs 
Cuban exile’ invasion force and later the coordinator of the Waterga te Break-in. 


Former Newsweek correspondent Arnaud de Borchgrave, co-author of two 


best-selling anti-Soviet “conspiracy theory" novels -- "The Spike" and "Momimbo" 
-- completed the panel. 


The event was organized by Wood Gundy, a Wall Street and Florida-based 
investment firm. 


Sakharov, who claims to fave been a double agent working for the CIA while 


he headed 2 KGB operation in the Middle East in the 1970s, said there might have | 
peen a “demographic” angle to the Korean airliner incident. 


CONTINUED 
Aieteved For Release 2001/03/06 : CIA-RDP91-00901R000500070007-2 


c 


MAA Ae 
Bh Ne Ne 


a | 


poT:Mpproved-for Release 2001/03/06; ClA;RDP91-00901R00 


eb ah te 


i 
i 
' 
{ 
1 
t 


| 
| 
| 
' 


STATINTL 


' 21 September 1983 


BRIEFTY / Capital 


Covert activities bill criticized 

Former CIA director William Colby warned Con- 
gress yesterday against demanding advance approval 
of secret military actions. 

Testifying before the House Intelligence Commit- 
tee, Colby said requiring advance congressional 
authorization of covert CIA operations “will ensure 
that no clandestine activity of that sort will ever take 
place.” : 

Colby criticized as unwise a bill introduced by 


‘Rep. Wyche Fowler Jr, D-Ga., calling for advance - 
‘approval of covert operations. The former CIA chief 


suggested instead that Congress threaten the intel- . 
ligence agency with budget cuts to stop undesirable 


‘covert military actions. 
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CIA supporters fight bi 
to control. covert actions 
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la ; 
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By Elmer W. Lammi 
Upiied Press international 


WASHINGTON — Former CIA di- 


réctor William E. Colby suggested | 


yesterday that Congress threaten the 
intelligence agency with budget -cuts 


16 Slop secret ‘military actions of. 


aphich it disapproves, rather:‘than - 
demanding advance approval, 
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i Testifying before the House Intelii- a 


gence Committee, Colby said Tequir- _ 


ing advance congressional authori- 


zation of covert CIA operations “will - 
ensure that no clandestine Laie 
of tbat sort wil] ever take piace?’ - 

+ Colby, who is now with a Washing. — 


ton law firm, criticized as unwise ‘a- : 


bill introduced by: Rep.” Wyche 
Fowler Jr. (D., Ga.) ‘calling for -ad- 
vance approval Of covert operations, 
but said tbe bill was “probably. COD- 
stitutional.”—- 

¢Rep. G. ‘William’ Whitehurst - AR, 
Va.), a ranking member, of the panel, 
and Ricbard Larkin, a ‘Tetired Army 
general -who was a former deputy 
director of the CLA, both ‘contended 


that Fowler's legislation would be an . 


unconstitutional Testriction™on ‘the * 
‘powers of the president. -- #6. ¢ 

* Larkin, who heads the 3,500-mem: ° 
ber Association- of Former intelli- 
gence Officers, said “Fowler’s' propos- 
ais “do not serve :the ultimate 
purpose of strengthening the Ameri- 
éan hand against the tough — yes, 


d ruthless — opposition we face in|. 


-Gur intelligence operations abroad.” 


STATINTL 


Colby and Larkin testified at the 
“opening of three days of hearings 
‘called in response to congressional 
concerns over covert -U.S:-activities 
“-‘in'support of Nicaraguan i ‘insurgents. 

Zowler is the author-ef-three Ddills- 
calling for tougher :congressional _ 


4 =-controls: on the sare ther intelli- 5 


" gence agencies. 27% = 
He said one bill would Tequire'ex- : : 
‘plicit authorization”-for ‘clandestine %j 
__ ‘paramilitary or military.actions un-: 
“Jess ‘the president.finds “extraordi-: 
- Bary circumstances” watfecting vital 
“US. interests. xa 7 
the hearing’ ecnminee 
chairman Edward P. -Boland | {D., 
“Mass.) said Congress could :do litde 
. to-prevent the President from autho- . 
i covert activities except by - 
“publicly exposing”. them. While - 
” Congress could cut off funding, he 
said, this would have no effect rae 
‘the following fiscal year.-. +... 

“But Colby, warning against : “on-| 
necessary restrictions,” ’ «suggested 
‘thatCongress rein in thé CIA by | 
-Aeling its director “we're going 2 | 
take’ it out of your hide” .by cutting « 
“his. budget 10 times the.cost of any i 
“objectionable operation. “That will : 
get his attention,” Colby promised. - 

: The suggestion was sharply criti- 
cized by Fowler, who accused Colby 
“of being “facetious” in suggesting . 
such “blackmailing” of the CLA. 

‘But Colby ee “Te 's not that far 


“out an idea.” 
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New Justification : 


For U.S. Activity in 


SE. tear agua Offered | 


By Joanne Omang. : 
_ Washington Post Staff Writer - at , 


Secretary of State. George P: Shultz sa 


CIA Director William J. Casey offered 
Congress’ .a new justification for: “covert. 
USS. activity .in Nicaragua yesterday, stat=. 


ing that its purpose is to pressure the left- 


ist Sandinista government into stopping 
its efforts.to-export revolution”, ~~ 


Sources familiar with’. the ‘closed - fee = 


presentation to members of the Senate- 
Intelligence Committee said the new “find- 
ing” is.a significant shift in emphasis from — 
previous administration explanations that 
covert U.S. aid to anti-Sandinista rebels 
was aimed at stopping the flow .of arms 


from the Sandinistas to leftist ever in 


E! Salvador. 
Instead, the-sources said, the eeaon will 
now be justified as necessary as long as 


Nicaragua continues to help guerrillas elee- 


where in Central America. _ 

The new justification, first ‘reported 7 
The Washington Post. in July,.is consistent 
with recent Reagan administration de- 
mands that the Sandinistas changes their 
overall behavior in Central America.. The 
administration has vehemently ‘denied 
that it-supports the avowed goal of the 
anti-Sandinista rebels: to overthrow the 
Nicaraguan government. 

In a statement after wvesekdai’s three- 
hour meeting, Intelligence | Committee 


Chefrnan Barry Goldwater R. Ariz.) 
saidi-he expects the. committee 10 
ioe whether ‘to approve the new 
-by the end of the week. .Ap- 
aoe “would put before the. Senate . 
the aquestion. of continuing the esti- 
mated $80 million program of aid to 
ant®Sandinista rebel forces. 
“Tre committee voted last May. to: 
continue funds for covert. action in 
Niceragua after Oct. 1 only if Pres- 
idem Reagan provided “a redefined 
postion on Central America,” -Gold- 
watgr said at the time. “We want 
himgto tell us in plain language just 
what it is he wants'to do relative to 
Nicaragua and the other countries.” 


Bhe s sources said vesterday's 
ing Ewas “not heated” despite the 
pregence of several prominent ad- 
mirfstration critics and some “very 
tough questioning” They said. com- 


mittee members “seemed inclined to _ 


support the proposal.” 


Gn the House side, former CIA | 


diréetor William E. Colby urged the 
2 a Committee to reject: pro- 
poséd new curbs on the agency’s -co- 
verbiactions abroad. If Congress has 
prowlems keeping track of what the 


agebrv-is-doing, he said,“you have to - 


tak§:a two-by-four to the head of the 


shut] sent. think this is 
im oe by-four.”: ae 


Golby was the Gpeniiig witness at 
three days 6f committee hearings on 
legiflation ‘sponsored by Rep. Wyche 
Fo ter Jr. (D-Ga.) that would re- 
quige the administration -to | give 
prigz notification to the House and 
Sol ‘Intelligence committees of 
anvazcovert action and -would give 
them .a veto power over it. Existing 


JawSrequires only that Congress be | 


“fut and currently informed” of 
“sigpificant” cactivity, and offers no 
ase ‘other than 2 fund cutoff 

the fac.- 

vert action also would have to 
be receded ‘by a written presiden- 
tiakfinding to the committees that 
thetaction is essential to U.S. secu- 
rity consistent with public U.S. for- 
eigk’ policy, and needed despite its 
risks because extraordinary circum- 
stafices ‘mean that overt or less -sen- 


site tactics cannot accomplish the - 


eg. Wartime operations would be 
npt from the restrictions. 
ese provisions, Colbv said, “wil! 
engire that no clandestine activity 
will ever take place.” Colby, who 
wake 


CIA:director from 3973 to 1976, ° 
saift | he"had no‘quarrée with the im-" 


postion of-standards .upon the be- 
ginaing of a covert action and said 
Fowler’s proposals were “very good”- 
stabdards, 
ly only question is whether you 
t to absolutely set them” into” 
rea eoncrete,” he: said. ‘ 


mt 
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Reagan Directive on Secrecy _ 
Criticized by Ex-Carter Aide | 


By RICHARD HALLORAN 
Special to The New ‘York Times 


| 
| 


WASHINGTON, Sept. 18 — Lioyd 
‘Cutler, who was the senior White House 
‘counselor to President Carter, criti- 

cized the Reagan Administration today 
‘for seeking to censor books on national 
security by former policy-making offi- 
cials of the Government. : 

Mr. Cutler, a prominent lawyer here, 


_said that a recent order by President 


Reagan intended to stop disclosure o! 
‘classified, or secret, information ‘‘does 
not strike a reasonable balance’? be 
tween Government needs for secrecy 
and the right of officials to speak out. 


Mr. Cutler’s testimony ran contrary 
to that of representatives from the Jus- 
tice, State and Defense Departments, 
and trom the Nationa] Security Agen 
cy, before a, Senate committee whose 
members expressed skepticism of Mr. 
Reagan’s extensive efforts to clamp 
down on the release of Government in- 
formation. 

Mr. Cutler’s criticisms were sup- 
ported by Noel Gayler, a retired admi- 
ral and onetime head of the Nationa! 
Security Agency, responsible for sig- 
nals intelligence, who contended that 


such controls shouldbe applied selec-. 


tively to protect sensitive information 
such as codes. 


Support and Opposition 

On the other side, William E. Colby, 
who said he had been on both sides of 
the issue as Director of Central Intelli- 
gence and then as an author subjected 
to Government censorship, urged “a 
clear criminal sanction for the unau- 
thorized disclosure of classified infor- 
mation.” cae . 

In addition, Prof. David Lykken of 
the University of Minnesota Medica! 


-School testified that polygraph, or lie 


detector, tests proposed by the Admin- 
istration were unreliable. He said they 
would not only threaten the careers of 
officials but also drive talented people 
trom Government service. 

The Government officials who testi- ; 
fied todsy defended a Presidential | 
order six months ago.as necessary for 
national security and asserted that the | 
use of polygraphs would be carefully 
regulated and not permitted to be the 
sole tool forinvestigations:: 9°: 7} 

The order, National Security Deci- 
sion Directive 84, would permit the 
Government to review written works 
by former officials before publication, 
to control contacts between officials 
and the press and to-use polygraphs to i 


ong Sa 


investigate unauthorized disclosures. 
Warning From Mathias 


Senator Charles McC. Mathias Jr.,: 
Republican of Maryland, opened the 
hearing before the Committee on Gov- 
ernmenta! Affairs by contending that 
the directive would consign senior Gov- 
ernment officials ‘‘to & virtual vow of 
silence on some of the crucial issues 
facing our nation.” 


Mr. Mathias softened his criticism 
by adding, “I am confident that this 
chilling scenario, so antithetical to our 
most cherished values, is not what the 
President intended.” He urged that the 
directive be clarified ‘‘so that these 
public servants need not forever fear 
that they speak or write on public ai- 
fairs attheir peril.” — 

Mr. Cutler suggested that a distinc- 
‘tion be drawn between producers of in-- 
telligence, such as officials of the 
C.1.A., and consumers .of intelligence, , 
such as Cabinet officers and other top 
Administration officials. 
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‘The news- briefly 


F SS 


1 Colby suggests jail terms. mation and allows the use of lie detec” 
for those leaking secrets tors to investigate leaks. 
Washington Several committee members sald . 
William Colby, | Tey were concemed the order would . 
F former CIA direc. ‘conflict with the freedom of the press - 
tor, said govern- provisions of the Constitution and limtt 

‘ment officials - | public information about government 
L who disclose activities. | 
f classified infor- 
| mation should be 
subject to crim : 
anal penaiiies. -- | 

‘Mr. Colby made the recommenda-* - 
-tion Tuesday ata hearing ofthe Sen- -- 
ate Government Operations ° 
Committee, which ts reviewing Presi- - 
-dent Reagan’s national-security direc-” 
| tive issued last April. The order 
‘ requires prepublication review of any 
material written by former government 
“officials with access to classified infor- 


e 
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William Colby, former director of the Central Intelligence Agency : 
( C1A) , Said today that government officials who disclose classified | 
information should be subject to criminal penalties. 


Colby made the recommendation at @ hearing of the Senate Government 


Operations Committee, which is reviewing President Reagan's national security 
directive 84, issued last April. 


The order requires prepublication review of any material written by former 


government officials with access to classified information and allows the use of 
lie cetectors to investigate leaks. 


Several committee members said they were concerned the orcer would conflict 


with the freedom of the press provisions of the Constitution and would Limit 
public information about government activities. 


Colby said @ law against disclosure of top secret material could be written 


co thet it would have only a limited impact on the news media and the public's 
access to information. 


ae sayin e295 


“Tt would seem that @ proper statute could be drawn which would not have too 


broad an impact but would still have the main function of deterring some of the 
more. outrageous leaks and disclosures that go on in our government," Colby said. 


He spid leaks of secret material should be a misdemeanor while disclosure of 
top secret information should be a felony. 


Colby said he submitted his own book in advance for CIA review and had 


materizgl about an intelligence operation deleted. He was later fined because one 
edition of the book was publishec by mistake with the deleted material. 


amemite (0. ate ib <aenueeyeern ener et: ate A CECA mn ask oan 


A Justice Department official told the committee the CIA had revieweo about 


906 publications in advance over the past five years and removed classified 
material in about 250 cases. 


"A regime of prepublication review ~~ that prior restraint to which the 
framers of our Constitution were so unremittingly hostile -~ must be Limited to 
those situations in which it is demonstrably needed to preserve the government's 
most sensitive secrets," Maryland Republican Charles Mathias Said. 
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WASHINGTON 
SECURITY LEAKS 


BY DAVE GOELLER 


Members of the Senate Governmental Affairs Committee, echoing the sentiments 
of two House subcommittee chairmen, urged the Reagan administration Tuesday to 
Gelay new peaureticns designed to plug leaks of classified information. 


"Wnat is “troubling us is the broad scope, the broad sweep of this cirective,* 


sen. Thomas Eagleton, D-Mo., told representatives from. the Justice, Defense and 
State departments at the first Senate hearing on the six-month-old "proposal. 


Eagleton and Sens. Charles McC. Mathias, R-Md., and Jeff Bingaman, D-N.M., 


took specific aim at @ section of the plan that would affect what administration 
Witnesses estimated to be more than 100,000 fegeral officials with access to 
secret Sensitive Compartmented Information. 


Under the plan, those officials would have to sign a statement agreeing to 


pre-publication review of their writings _ either while in active service or 
after they leave the government, 


"A Broad interpretation of the president's directive would consign these 


thousands of men and women... to a virtual vow of silence on some of the 
Crucial issues facing ouf nation," Mathias said. "That silence could only be 
broken with the approval of the federal government.” 


Calling this a "Chilling scenario," Mathias said the administration has been 
abie to cite only one specific instance in the past five years when 
pre-publication review would have prevented release of classified information. 


"Is such an extension of the (information security) system justified when 
there is such slender evidence?" said Mathias, who chaired the hearing. 


"This 15 a very complex issue," Mathias saic. "] would hope you would 


consider some delay in full implementation to give Congress a chance to 
comment," 


This request, supported by Bingaman and Eagleton, came six days after a 
Similar plea was made to the White House by Reps. Don Edwards, D-Calif. 
chairman of the Judiciary civil and constitutional rights subcommittee, and 


Patricia Schroeder, D-Colo., chairman of the civil service subcommittee of the 
Post Office and Civil Service Committee. 


Defending the proposed directive, Richard Kk. Willard, a deputy assistant 
attorney general in the Justice Department's civil division, said that 
“unauthorized disclosures of classified information appear in the media with 
startling frequency." oe 


He said the prepublication review Plan would “not permit the government to 
censor material because it is embarrassing or critical." 


Three former high-ranking officials had mixed views about the plan. 
€ {ONTINUE> 
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ST. LOUIS 
FORMER CIA HEADS SAY TOO MUCH INTELLIGENCE MAY HAVE: BEEN ‘GIVE 


Two former Central Intelligence jueves heads say the release of 
information about the downed Korean airliner is the largest disclosure of U.S. 
intelligence capabilities in at least 20 years, a newspaper reported. 


. In a copyright story in the St. Louis Post-Dispatch's Sunday editions, the 
two former directors expressed worries the administration may have broached 
national security details previously not discussed in public. 


mrt is as high a release as we have seen since the Cuban Missile Crisis'' of 
1962, James R. Schlesinger said. He was CIA head and secretary of defense 
during the administrations of Presidents Richard M. Nixon and Gerald R. Ford. 


''This was a deliberate decision to release more intelligence details than 
had ever been released before,'' said Adm. Stansfield Turner, CIA director 
under President Jimmy Carter. 


He said reports out of Japan indicate the Soviet Union already has moved to 
Limit the sort of eavesdropping that produced the tape recording of Soviet 
pilots chasing and shooting down the Korean Air Lies Boeing 747. The plane is 
presumed to have crashed with 269 persons aboard Sept. }. 


Soviet officials probably had been aware western intelligence sources could 
intercept non-coded radio messages, Turner said. 


''But it's a lot different to disclose a specific capability,'' Turner said. 
''These people have said that gt this time in this place, we intercepted this 
message.’ ' ,- ! 


“Although administration officials attributed the recording to Japanese 
intelligence sources, they have Sometimes indicated the United States has its 
own intelligence confirming the attack, the Post-Dispatch said. 


For example, White House spokesman Larry Speakes last week said the 
administration had evidence beyond the tapes proving the Soviets could not have 
confused the plane with a U.S. spy jet. 


He also suggested the government had access to recordings of the voices of 
Soviet ground controllers but later denied U.S. possession of any such tapes. 


The administration had to acknowledge publicly for the first time that U.S. 
reconnaissance jets routinely patrol near the Soviet coast and that one of the 
jets had crossed the Korean airliner's path. . 


By the time Speakes was refusing to answer any more guestions about those 
ae it was too late, intelligence experts told the Post-Dispatch. 
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| While the Administration intends to 
| press its case against Moscow, experi- 
enced officials acknowledge it would be 


STATINTL 


7 ip : . jadmit a mistake and pay compensa- 
On Justification at Home liar ote ner is tis Oe rene 
| , | Rabe more careful inthe fear, though | 

: : pu 4 { 
By HEDRICK W. SMITH taal pore | 


WASHINGTON, Sept. 11 — Thé point of ruthléssness”” just before the 
Soviet Union's refusal to accept blame scheduled m 
for downing the Korean airliner has not tary of State George P. Shultz and the 


only angered 
but persua 
Kremlin cares more about justifying 
the actions of its armed forces ‘to its 
own people and allies than about its 
credibility and image abroad. . ; 

From the standpoint of Soviet foreign’ 
policy, American specialists reason, i 
; ing down an unarmed commer-; 
cial plane and then saying it was on a: 
spying mission makes little sense be-! 
cause it fuels confrontation with the| 
West and undercuts the peace offensive 
ofthe Soviet leader, Yuri V. Andropov, 
especially in Western Europe. 

Officials here regard the extraordi- 


Administration officials 


H 


ded analysts bere that the Gromyko. 


Soviet 


eeting in Madrid of Secre-’ 
Andrei A. 


cow was told and could have 
vened ; < 


“field Turner, the Director of Central 


.telligence under President Carter, and 


nary news conference Friday of Mar-|i pam, Bobby Inman, deputy C:1.A di- 


shai Nikolai V. Ogarkov, chief of the|| rector in the first two years of the Rea- 


Soviet General Staff, as evidence Mos- 
cow has been stung by Western charges 
and is concerned it has so far come off: 


gan Administration, said they believed 
‘the Soviet Union toughened its air de~ 


poorly in the struggle for world opinion, fense procedures after another Korean 


‘ but not enough to admit responsibility. | 
A week ago the Soviet press was im-; 
-plying that a Soviet fighter pilot had) 
‘mistaken the Korean civilian Boeing| 
747 for an RC-135, an American mil- 
tary reconnaissance plane. But within 
48 bours the Soviet line hardened and 
on Friday Marshal Ogarkov said the 
decision to shoot down the plane was 
“not an accident or an error.”’ 


*All Kinds of Insecurities’ _ 


Government specialists calculate 
that in the face of Western protests and 
reprisals, Mr. Andropov and other 
political leaders could not risk bowing 
to Western pressures, especially in this | 
transitional period of a new leadership, 
‘when the political influence of the 
Soviet military establishment 

ter than normal. 

“An incident like this raises all kinds 
of insecurities in the Soviet leadership, 
both before the world audience and be- 
fore the domestic audience, the domes- 
tic being more important,” a Govern- 
‘ment official said. . .~- . 

- “The most important thing to them is 
that the acts of the Soviet military ap- 
to be legitimate and appropri- 
-ate,” this analyst added. ‘‘They don't 
‘want their own people to think they 
‘have done something unjustifiable, like 
swantonly shooting down an airliner.”’ 
: Soon after the plane was downed, one 
fear in Washington was that Soviet 
ypolitical leaders might have ordered 
=the action, as former Secretary of State 
Henry A. Kissinger put it, ‘‘to make a 


airliner intruded 1,000 miles into Soviet. 
airspace in 1978. That incident embar- ; 
‘passed the Kremlin, these officials 
said, causing increased agpressiveness 
among regional air defense com- 
mands. . 


‘ ; 
American analysts also believe Mr. | 


Andropov was out of Moscow at the 
time of the incident, on vacation in the | 
northern Caucusus, and that Konstan- 
tin U. Chernenko, the second-ranking 
figure in the Soviet political hierarchy, 
may also have been away undergoing 
medical treatment. He has not been 
seen publicly for a few months. 

The Soviet version of ‘events 
prompted a question to Marshal Ogar- 
kov about whether Soviet regional com- 
meanders “‘could start a war’ with the 
United States. American officials said 
they doubted that regional command- 
ers would have authority to launch of- 
fensivenucilear missiles. -  — . 

Accidental Warfare Feared . 

But the Soviet failure to identify a 
civilian aircraft properly did add to 
worries here about the dangers of acci- 
dental warfare through misinterpreta- 
tion of radar and electronic data. 
- Nonetheless the incident has caused : 
no fundamental reapprisal of Ameri- 
can policy, though it did disrupt the | 
slight mending course in Soviet-Ameri-"! 
can relations. Generally the White} 
‘House feels confirmed in its view, as 
one official put it, that the Soviet sys- 
tem is ‘“‘a brutal regime that relies on! 
military force and intimidation,’’ and 
roust be met by American 


| 


Bi 


William E. Colby, a former Director 
of Central Intelligence, suggested - 
Soviet politica] leaders may want to be 
more cautious in such cases. | ; 
Uncertain About Next Moves 
’ Administration officials say they are 
will now 


would prevent : 

gress in other areas. But others | 
speculated this dispute might persuade | 
Mr. Andropov of the need for new ges- | 
tures on arms contro] to try to recoup | 
and rekindle West European opposition . 
to deploying American missiles in Eu- ° 
rope this fall. oe 
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‘By:Frank Greve - 5 0-2 80 ae gs a 
[inarer. Weenlieien Eve eRe 7 ee ae. ees 

: WASHINGTON —-The area ‘where Soviet interceptors’ 


‘shot-down.an offcourse Korean Air Lines passenger jet 
-coptains testing and research sites for a secret missile 
“system -capable -of destroying U.S. nuclear “missiles in 
wmidairy. 0° Sh fer ee ae ee eae 
.- Soviet sensitivity about the project ‘may provide one 


insight into any Soviet rationale for alleging “that ~the | 


Korean. plane with.269 aboard was on an intelligence. 


mission for the United States. Another insight into that 
‘thinking arises from evidence that the Soviet Union and 
other countries use commercia) aircraft for spying. The 
“Soviets bave offered no proof of their spying allegavons, 
“and US. officials have repeatedjy denied thera. _ 

: “The new Soviet missile, if perfected,’could-co 


.and former. members of the US. intelligence -commuity. 
The missiles deployment would violate nucleararms con- 


“4ro] treaties between the United States and Soviet Union. . 
“Work on the missile system at sites on the Kamchatka’ 


unter-the’ 
* MX and other US. ballistic missiles, according to present: 


t 


Peninsula and Sakhalin Island has been shrouded — | 
‘ sometimes with sliding roofs and tarpaulins — to conceal ° 


: it from U.S. satellites. One government official -with close 


i ties to the U.S. military intelligence community described. 


j 


‘ the missile and its targeting radar. 


| as “extravagant” recent U.S. attempts to learn more about 


“"" gavanced Soviel Mili 


, SA-12 by Dame: But'it does state, “Of ~ 
i particular note‘is the developmentof. 
anew surface-to-air missile with-en-_ 


1 


Details of the new Soviet anti-ballistic missile program . 


t 
by some 


several days with the current and former US: intelligence 
officials. Because -of the sensitivity. of the information, © 
‘many refused to be identified by name, and some would ° 


speak only'on’a “deep background” basis..." |=: 
The missile system is said to involve:an upgraded ver- 


‘sion of the SA-12, which is intended: for use against US.. 


cruise missiles. - : 


_ <The Defense Department's catalogue of Soviet military : 


' and accounts of the use of commercial airliners for spying : 
nations were obtained in interviews-over the last | 


oe Sod 


sved in March, does not refer to the 


Ty Power ie Lat ore er aE 
ihe’ Star. Wars speec 


‘ ‘The new missile system is consid-. 


hanced Yow: altitude capabilities and* 
with the potential to’defend against » 


tactical ballistic’missiles.” ‘= -.-- 
“Aviation Week, a magazine that of- 
ten:contains authoritative Pentagon 
information that: has been.jJeaked, 
describes the‘SA-12 as having a range 
of SS nautical-miles, a maximum alti- 
tude ‘pf 300,000 feet and a reaction 
time of “under five seconds. Its capa- 
bilitiesthave ied.to suspicion tbat the 
SA-12 is Intended es an anti-ballistic 
missile, according to Aviation Week. 
‘The pew model. .being worked 
upon ai sites ‘on Kamchatka and Sa- 
kbaliny is reported to feature en- 


STATINTL ~ 


wned near secret missile site 


ered so important by the 10p levels of =. 


> 


the US. government,-according to” 
one intelligence source, that it: 


helped inspire President Reagan’s'so- 
called Star Wars speech in May: At - 


that time, he-said that.development | 


pf.a space-based system to :shoot 
down Soviet ICBMs would become.2 
{top defense priority of his 
administration. « Boe a 
‘ The antennae and service modules 
of tbe system that is being developed 


_ ‘by. the Soviets have been concealed 


hanced range and improved, faster- 
acting radar, “which ‘would make “it - 


an’even stronger possibility aS an 
ABM system intended 10 track ‘and 
Gestroy incoming ballistic missiles, 
mnchuding the MX. a 

Wide deployment. of a working 
ABM system. by one superpower 
pould alter the balance of power by 
taking away the ability of the other 


_$jde to retaliate effectively with its. 


jntercontinental ballistic missile ar- 
senal Also, such ap additional de- 
ployment would violate the 1972 US. 


Soviet arms .accord, which, after . 


amendment in 1974, permits each na: 


tion one ABM system around-‘the : 


‘ nations’ capitals. : 


ad. 


sysiem"in the Moscow. Vicinty.. 


; The United States currently has:no: 
ABM sites because of the US. belief : 
that it could Jaunch its ICBMs before.” 
‘{hey’.are attacked by the Soviet 
Union, which has scaled down ABM. 


from satellites flying on known or- 
bits, according to intelligence 


sources, making it difficult to deter-. 


st ares 


imine the system's capabilities and-. 


Stage of development 


| Although the Soviets may believe ~ 
that civilain aifliners are used by- 


yarious countries 2s spy. planes, al--- 
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